attempt to obtain.... in general, we think that the suggested lines of inquiry do not offer any 
substantial possibility of shedding new light on the assassination or of changing the major 
conclusions of the Warren Commission." For example, Eardley mentions that critics pointed 
out that some witnesses had not been interviewed. "It is suggested that the testimony of . 
these people should now be taken. But the Commission did take eyewitness testimony of 
these events.... and in view of backfires and reverberations, it was not surprising that 
witnesses would disagree as to the source and number of the shots.... There is not substantial 
prospect that additional eyewitness testimony would change the major conclusions of the 
Commission, which were not solely based on eyewitness testimony but also relied on 
fingerprints, ballistics tests, proof of ownership and possession of the murder weapons, 
photographs, and medical evidence." The tragedy of this, the mind-set showing clearly m the 
above words, is the shortcomings of criminal investigation and thought processes. Above all, 
an unwillingness to truly consider the alternatives and possibilities. Beside, Belmont of the 
FBI, who is quoted in a footnote on the first page of this letter to Sanders, said, "No, sir, 

I frankly don't... (author's note: no further investigation is justified) We do not have any 
unexplored areas in this investigation that should be explored.... We have no evidence and, 

I could support no conclusion that this was other than an act of Oswald." 

Was the bottom line that someone owned Sanders and Clark? 

After discussing the uselessness of further tests, Eardley talks about the uselessness 
of further investigation of a possible conspiracy. The only straw men set up to be knocked 
down have to do with Oswald's possible involvement with communists, with Ruby, with 
Tippit, and Ruby and the Dallas police. "The Commission concluded that Oswald acted 
alone in shooting the President. This conclusion has been criticized, but the critics have not 
offered any suggestions as to how the existing evidence on the subject could be 
supplemented in any significant way by further investigation. _ 

"It has been alleged that there was a conspiracy to frame Oswald....Quite apart from 
the far-fetched nature of this theory, the critics have not suggested how additional 
investigation would be helpful on this point." Nothing about the men from Dallas killing 

John Kennedy and framing Oswald. . 

The remaining short points addressed in this three page letter deal with Oswald s 
alleged connection with the FBI, evidence allegedly withheld by the Commission, and finally, 
the autopsy photographs and X-rays. This letter says that "In a previous memorandum we 
have explained the relevance of these items and suggested an inquiry into the possibility of 
having their contents made public through an examination by an independent group of 
qualified physicians. Such an inquiry might shed light on one of the major sources of 
criticisms-the single bullet theory." 

On February 1, 1967, a year before the Clark Panel but not so long after the autopsy 
doctors looked at the photos under Assistant AG Carl Earley's direct supervision, Anthony 
Nugent of the Criminal Division of the DOJ wrote Eardley of the Civil Division a memo 
with the subject, "Unanswered questions re Kennedy autopsy films." Nugent first oiali- 
mentions that when the doctors inventoried the photographs on 1 November, 1966, The 
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doctors discuss what apparently was done and speculate as to why it was done. Although 
their theory makes sense, it is not a definitive answer to what was actually done by the 
developer and why it was done. We should ask the developer himself. Nugent tries to 
with the discrepancies in the count of the photos between what was recorded at the time o . 
the autopsy and the more recent inventories. Humes "felt that m reaching the total of 
mentioned in his 12/5/63 letter, Bouck counted only the developed film, that is, the 20 color 
transparencies and Misc. (3), and did not count Misc. (2). 

"If so, Capt. Humes' speculation is still not the final answer. That can come only .mom 
SAIC Bouck." Secret Service official Robert Bouck initially controlled the film after it left 
the autopsy, and had it developed at the Anacostia Naval Processing Center, where agent 
James Fox took it. Unfortunately, Nugent entirely misses-at least in any document I have 
seen—the many more discrepancies in the count, and serious problems with the matena s 
themselves. At least we have a paper trail of some effort, however small, to identify and deal 

with some part of the overall problem. _ _ . . 

Why were both the criminal and civil divisions of the DOJ involved m this. 

Reflecting whatever the behind the scenes confusion, fear or panic about the autopsy 
materials some people must have known were quite false by then, is the paper trail being 
established as to the chain of evidence of this stuff. DOJ requested a statement from t e 
Secret Service "concerning the custody of the photographs of the autopsy performed on the 
late President Kennedy, and on 23 February, 1967, James J. Rowley forwarded the statement 
to Barefoot Sanders, which was signed by Roy Kellerman, James K. Fox, Edith Duncan, 
Thomas J. Kelly and Robert Bouck. 22 A little late, one would think? 

One of the many failings of the HSCA is reflected in the utter incompetence or the 
interview conducted by Belford Lawson of Barefoot Sanders, which deals with no substantive 
matters whatsoever. The only interest Lawson had was what Sanders might know about the 
motorcade and the planning for Kennedy's visit. 23 1 can think of a few cogent questions that 
should have been asked Sanders about why he conducted the investigation he did, when he 
did, and why did it result the way it did. 

Ramsey Clark released the report of his panel reviewing the autopsy evidence at the 
moment Clay Shaw was about to go to trail. An FBI teletype (January 20, 1969) wrote that 
the assistant DA James Alcock "branded Clark's action in releasing the report just as the 
case was about to go to trail and just as Clark was about to leave office as 'unconscionably 
and 'not in keeping with his high office.' Alcock said it 'could not help but influence jurors. 


An HSCA memorandum indicates that the doctors on the Clark Panel may nave 
refused to continue their work unless the brain turned up. "The controversy, pointed out by 
Dr. Russell Fisher, concerned the refusal of the panel to continue its deliberations without 

having access to the tissue materials and brain...." . 

The same document states that "the purpose of the Clark Panel was to determine the 
number of bullets and their entry and exit points, as well as the direction of their- 
passage." 25 
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Sanders and Garrison 


Sanders was Acting Attorney General in 1967, and from the documents in the files, 
apparently was intensely interested in anything having to do with the jim Garrison - 
investigation and prosecution. He called the FBI for information on a regular basis. The 
Washington Daily News for February 20, 1967 carried an article about David Lewis, "a bus 
station express handler who worked as a private investigator in New Orleans in the months 
before the assassination, claimed to have the names of five persons allegedly involved in the 
planning phase of the plot on President Kennedy's life. Mr. Sanders requested that he be 
furnished information in Bureau files that can be identified with David Lewis.” 26 Hoover 
wrote Sanders on 21 February, 1967, and enclosed a five page memorandum giving him what 
they had on Lewis. "Also set forth....is other information we have received concerning the 
investigation being conducted by the District Attorney's office in New Orleans concerning 
the assassination." 27 

On February 17, 1967, Sanders called the FBI to ask what they knew about a possible 
phone call between Clay Shaw and David Ferrie on November 22 or 23, 1963, or a book 
written by Clay Shaw. A note appended to the end of Hoover's response (February 18) to 
Sanders says, "We do not know the purpose of....Sanders' request in this matter. We, of 

course, did not investigate Clay Shaw 1,28 

On March 2, 1967, Sanders wanted to know about James R. Lewallen, whose name 
came up in the Garrison case. The next day the FBI sent him their November 27, 1963 
interview with Lewallen. 29 

Sanders maintained his interest in the case. Lawrence Shiller, then with Capital 
Records, sent (on 16 January, 1967) him a transcript of a recording made with Jack Ruby, 
his lawyers and family five days after he learned that he was dying of cancer. This transcript 
dealt with his shooting of Oswald, and indicated he had not planned the shooting. 

Sanders also was also the Federal Judge who dealt with the Richard Case Nagel 
odyssey through the courts. 30 

Sanders was quoted in the Dallas Morning News, June 12, 1975, saying that he agreed 
with the Warren Report. It was in his office and presence in Dallas where numerous key 
witnesses were questioned by the Warren Commission. He spoke at the dedication of Dealey 
Plaza on November 22, 1963. 

Concerning the investigation of Henry Marshall (later murdered) in 1962 of Billie Sol 
Estes, Sanders made constant reports to Robert Kennedy as to what the Grand Jury was 
doing. 31 When Estes later convinced a grand jury that Marshall had been murdered by 
Malcolm Wallace under Lyndon Johnson's orders, Sanders did not believe it. "I would not 
believe Billie Sol Estes then, and I would not believe him now." He said the FBI had 
investigated Marshall's death but found no tie between Estes, Johnson, Wallace and Cliff 
Carter. 32 The crime was uncovered by then Texas Ranger and later U.S. Marshall Clint' 
Peoples, who found a pattern of several deaths in the Estes case. 
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They tracked back to Estes and Johnson. 

So I don't have an answer as to the conscious culpability of Barefoot Sanders and 
Ramsey Clark. There is a certain obtuseness and withering of the mental processes that can 
set in as people grow older. Minds become set in their ways and less questioning for some. 
Those nurtured in governmental organizations often lie and cover-up as a matter of course, 
and know when to keep their mouths shut. While these men are alive, it would be nice to 
ask them what they knew and when they knew it, but I think if they did know something, 
that they would dare tell us. Too many of the players in our drama prefer not to know 
anything. 

# 


Postscripts 

I had several talks with the autopsy photographer Thomas Stringer, this year. On one 
occasion he denounced several of the photographs as being unreal and not those he took. 
After I informed Judge Tunheim of this, I could no longer get a similar statement from 
Stringer, who found no significant differences with the photos that we have made public and 
those in the Archives which appear to be identical. Of course this did not ring at all true. 
Stringer had been put on notice by the ARRB that he was to go to Washington, but had not 
done so. At this point, I have absolutely no confidence in the major medical investigation 
being conducted by the ARRB. Some of the reasons are that Judge Tunheim nor any of the 
other Board members were present during the eight hour interviews with each doctor at the 
National Archives, and the Board has not been forthcoming on a complete revelation of the 
background of the men who conducted those interviews: Jeremy Gunn, and David Marwell. 
What are their qualifications? What government positions have they held previously? Above 
all, why were such important interviews left up to staff whom we really know nothing about? 
U.S. Senators or Supreme Court justices should be asking these questions. 

But, I could be wrong about the ARRB's medical investigation. 

I believe that if and when Jacqueline Kennedy's book is published, it will corroborate 
the findings of many of us and stand as a monument to the terrible truth of her husband's 
murder. The trouble is, who will believe even her, if she does not have the proof or the 
scientific facts to back some of it up? She may know the overall story, and she may testify 
to those facts we have not heard about before this directly from hen that the limousine 
stopped, that the back of her husband's head was gone and not the top. 

History will be left with the riddle, but in the end, her word may go farther than 
almost anything else in stating the truth of the conspiracy. 
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